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INTRODUCTION OF THE ‘‘LABEL-

ING EDUCATION AND NUTRITION 
ACT OF 2008’’ 

HON. JIM MATHESON 
OF UTAH 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, September 27, 2008 

Mr. MATHESON. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
introduce the ‘‘Labeling Education and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008’’ which I believe is a first step 
towards providing consumers with the nutri-
tional information they seek while hopefully 
providing restaurants with a workable frame-
work for delivering that information. This legis-
lation is a starting point for a bipartisan effort 
to address nutritional labeling. Senator CAR-
PER introduced the same legislation earlier this 
week in the Senate. With the introduction of 
the LEAN Act, I believe we have an oppor-
tunity to have a constructive national con-
versation about this important issue. 

As we see in our own lives and daily eating 
habits, consumers increasingly choose to eat 
in restaurants. In my home State of Utah, res-
taurant jobs represent about 7.9 percent of the 
employment in my State. American adults buy 
a meal or a snack from a restaurant 5.8 times 
per week on average, and spend 48 percent 
of their food budget on food away from home, 
almost $1,078 per person annually. Unfortu-
nately, we have also seen the toll diseases 
such as obesity and diabetes have taken on 
society. By providing nutritional information, in-
dividuals with special dietary needs will be 
able to make the right nutritional decisions for 
them regarding caloric intake or sodium levels. 

I appreciate the interest and leadership 
some of my colleagues have demonstrated on 
this issue in the past. I believe my legislation 
represents a compromise effort that will allow 
consumers to make informed decisions while 
also providing for greater individual responsi-
bility in dietary choices, Finally, I hope my col-
leagues will work with me on this piece of leg-
islation and I look forward to building upon this 
legislation next year. 
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HEART FOR WOMEN ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 23, 2008 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of the HEART for Women Act (H.R. 1014) 
to help improve the prevention, diagnosis, and 
treatment of heart disease in women, which 
often manifests itself differently in women than 
in men. It is critically important that we de-
velop a better understanding of these dif-
ferences and the reasons behind them, and 
spur the development and use of diagnosis, 
treatment, and prevention strategies that are 
most effective for reducing the death rate for 
heart disease in women. 

We have made some progress on this front. 
The Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion’s WISEWOMAN (Well-Integrated Screen-
ing and Evaluation for Women Across the Na-
tion) provides low-income, under-insured or 
uninsured middle-aged women with screening 
and knowledge to prevent cardiovascular dis-
ease. Cardiovascular disease ranks as Amer-

ica’s number-one killer and, with one in three 
female adults facing some form of cardio-
vascular disease, this program shows how 
prevention can make the difference between 
life or death. 

The WISEWOMAN program has proven to 
be tremendously successful in reaching those 
women most at risk for heart disease and 
stroke. In fact, 3 out of 4 of the women 
screened by WISEWOMAN have at least one 
risk factor for heart disease and stroke, and 
women who have participated in 
WISEWOMAN are more likely to quit smoking 
and make other lifestyle changes to reduce 
their cardiovascular disease risk. 

It is a good investment, too. A recent study 
found the WISEWOMAN program to be very 
cost-effective because of its success in reduc-
ing risk for chronic diseases. In this study, the 
program extended women’s lives at a cost of 
$4,400 per estimated year of life saved, as op-
posed to a much higher cost of $26,000 per 
estimated year of life saved by heart bypass 
surgery. 

Unfortunately, even these effective, proven 
programs reach only a fraction of the women 
who could actually take advantage of them. 
Through 2007, CDC funded 14 state health 
departments and two tribal organizations to 
offer WISEWOMAN programs. It makes com-
mon sense to bring this effective program to 
women in all 50 states. The HEART for 
Women Act would do just that. 

The HEART for Women Act is co-sponsored 
by a majority of Members of Congress, includ-
ing almost all of the women in the House, and 
has the support of the American Heart Asso-
ciation, the Society for Women’s Health Re-
search, WomenHeart, the Association of Black 
Cardiologists, and the American College of 
Cardiology. 

I commend the Energy and Commerce com-
mittee for supporting this important bill and 
congratulate my colleague Congresswoman 
CAPPS for her leadership. This represents an 
important step forward in ensuring that women 
all across our country have the help they need 
to live the healthiest, most productive lives 
possible. 
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IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 3013, THE AT-
TORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE PRO-
TECTION ACT 

HON. ROBERT C. ‘‘BOBBY’’ SCOTT 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, September 27, 2008 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the ‘‘H.R. 3013, the Attor-
ney-Client Privilege Protection Act of 2008.’’ 
This legislation would have reversed an ever 
changing DOJ policy on privileged material. I 
sponsored this bill because I believe DOJ’s 
prior policy allowed prosecutors to overreach 
in forcing organizations and their employees to 
waive the protections of the attorney-client 
privilege and the work product doctrine. 

On August 28, 2008, Deputy United States 
Attorney General Mark R. Filip announced a 
new policy that adopted much of the sub-
stance of H.R. 3013. I applaud DOJ’s effort, 
and see it as a clear and substantive improve-
ment over the previous policy, in many re-
spects. However, I believe legislation is still 
needed for at least three reasons. 

First, the new DOJ policy does not cover 
other federal agencies and many still have 
policies that undermine these important pro-
tections. A list of some of those agencies and 
their policies is attached to this statement. 

Second, agency policies on protections to 
the attorney-client privilege, including the Dep-
uty Attorney General’s new policy, do not have 
the effect of law. Defendants are advised in 
the new DOJ policy to complain to a prosecu-
tor’s supervisor when a prosecutor has vio-
lated DOJ policy. It is unrealistic, to say the 
least, to think that defendants are going to 
complain to the supervisor of a prosecutor 
who is determining whether to indict the orga-
nization because of the actions of one or more 
of its employees. 

Lastly and perhaps most importantly, public 
policy in this area should not be subject to the 
whims of every new administration. Deputy At-
torney General Fillip’s new policy is DOJ’s fifth 
attempt in 10 years to settle this matter. 

Given the desire by some Members to give 
this new DOJ policy a chance to play out, it 
appears that legislation may not pass in the 
Congress this year. However, I call on all fed-
eral agencies to change their policies to come 
into line with H.R. 3013 as soon as possible. 
If legislation fails to pass in this Congress, I in-
tend to reintroduce legislation in the next Con-
gress. I also plan to hold a hearing in the next 
Congress to examine the issues of attorney- 
client privilege waiver and employee due proc-
ess rights in federal investigations, to deter-
mine what if any real change has occurred in 
DOJ’s actions under its new policy, and to de-
termine whether other Federal agencies have 
appropriately revised their policies. 

Department of Justice. 
Securities and Exchange Commission (ac 

privilege, work product, employee legal 
rights). 

Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment (ac privilege, work product, em-
ployee legal rights). 

Environmental Protection Agency (ac 
privilege and work product only). 

General Services Administration/Civilian 
Agency Acquisition Council/Defense Acquisi-
tion Regulations Council (ac privilege and 
work product only; waiver demand is not ex-
plicit, but rather is implied as part of its 
proposed FAR rule dealing with ‘‘Contractor 
Compliance Program and Integrity Report-
ing’’). 

Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
(employee legal rights only; it reversed its 
ac privilege and work product policies at our 
request). 

f 

H.R. 2786, THE NATIVE AMERICAN 
HOUSING ASSISTANCE AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION REAU-
THORIZATION ACT 

HON. MAZIE K. HIRONO 
OF HAWAII 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, September 27, 2008 

Ms. HIRONO. I rise in support of H.R. 2786, 
the Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Reauthorization Act, 
NAHASDA. Reauthorization of NAHASDA 
through FY2012 will ensure that safe, decent, 
and affordable housing is available to low-in-
come American Indian and Alaska Native fam-
ilies. 

At the same time, I am very troubled by the 
obstructionist tactics of certain Republicans in 
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